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Save San Francisco Bay Association urges C~D to include San Francisco sa~
¯ gren &

Bay in the program problem definition ph~e now online. ~ o~
. Given ~e fac~ tha~ ~here is a Bay-Delta Adviso~ Bo~d now Nnctioning r~

framework, seems tow(thin the CAL~D it odd for Save the Bay m~esuch
request. Yet we must, because C.~D h~ confined the first ph~e, defining water ~o,~a ~. w~
issues, exclusively to ~e Delta. ~e August workshop on problem definitions Jeng~ R~
confined itself specificNly ~o mauers of concern e~t of the Carquinez Bridge. Not a ¯
single.~roblem w~ specified in San Pablo or S~ Fr~cisco bays. Oe~

C~D ~us h~ reduced BD.£C to DAC during the firs~ ph~e of ~he a~on
Program. I~ ~sures us ~hac bay problems caused by ups~eam conditions will be dealtVeg~/Hi~o~a

Roywi~ in the second ph~e -- alternatives/solutions, s~a m.
I cannot seem to get a h~dle on ~is logic. BAY is p~ of BDAC. BDAC is          Oe~o~

pa~ of the alternatives process. Therefore, BAY is ~ of the akemafives process.             Fr~Ida
However, ~ things stand now, "BAY" is not p~ of ~e alternatives process.. SyMa Mc~u~h~

G~rge
C~’s posk~on b~comCs ~vCn mo~ o~ ~a anomaly when comp~d to ~          Rob~R.

~ecent ~epO~ ~ndd~d ~e CAL~ED ~-DeZt~ Pro~r~ Process -- O~e~iew, which.
states: "During Ph~e I, ~e Program will begin with ~ ~ffon to c!e~ly define the               .PoI~
~ndament~ problems in the BAY- Delta System." Here we have C~-~D ~e~ c.

Ralph
explicitly stating that the bay is p~ of ~e process fight from the stm.

AI~, such is not wha~ h~ happened. I am concerned that San Francisco Bay’s
problems fiowing from upstrem may be stinted.
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N~q

Robert Raab                     M~a
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